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THE fFARLAND TRIAL
i. Day of Objections and Lively

Spurts Between Counsel.

Mrs. McFarland's Mother on

the Stand.

Maternal Feelings Stronger Than Legal
Sophistry.

Interesting Rebutting Testimonyby Miss Gilbert.
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Street Story.

When the Court assembled yesterday morning an

Idea entered the head of the usher in charge that it
would be a wise and pleasant thing to open some of
the high-reaching windows and allow the atmosphereto receive a trifle of healthy ventilation. The
effect wo-i as magical as it was new. A stream of
fresh air which had been flowing around the buildingcame bounding in over the lica la of the peraplilngaudience, brightening up every eye and refreshlngthe drooping energies of the weary Court
and counsel.

ATTHNTION TO TUB EVIDENCE.
The throng of ladies was larger than ever, naif

of them A'erc obliged to stand up in the absence of
dfflQlcnt room for seats. They gave a deeper and
more earnest attention to the evidence than the
men.
The testimony of Mr. Ellwcod that he was in possessionof the letters which it was generally supposedfrom tho evidence of Brick Pomeroy McFarlandhad offered to him for publication at $100 had

an Important bearing upon the particular Issue
raised by the prosecution. The Impression given
waa that MeFarland offered the letters, including
the Intercepted one, which have ulrcady been published,but as Mr. Ellwood had them In his possessionat the time spccifled trick's evidence goes for
nothing.

A TEACHER OP ELOCUTION.
After the flrst two male witnesses were disposed

of Judge Davis came into court rroiu the direction of
the District Attorney's office, followed by a laay In
black, of considerable embonpoint, and with a soft,
sweet, good natured and serene expression of fhoe.
This was Mm. George VandenhoCT, wife of the actor
cl that name. Sho appeared a little confused at
first, and evidently claimed no experience In the
ways of a court of Justice. She testified to giving
lessons In elocution to Mrs. McFarlaud and of going
with her and Mr. McFarlaud to a parlor reading at
Mr. Sinclair's.

AS OVERFLOWING WITNESS.
Mrs. Sage, mother of Mrs. McFarlaud, an Interestingold lady, cool, clear headed and amazingly

garrulous, gave more trouble to the counsel for defencethan any witness who lias yet appeared. The
old lady had a pleasant, motherly voice, but she
seemed so lull of the subject that in her respon-es
to the various Iu'errogaturles addrcs ed by Judge
Davis she would Insist upon running Into volum.nouaanswers, which all the vigilance and
activity of Mr. Gerry wero unable to arrest.
Mr. Gerry must have mule something like
two hundred objections almost unavaillngly,
for the witness would he forthcoming with
an answer despite the most earnest exertions
of the defence. The senior counsel looked disgusted
In the extreme, and occupied himself, in silence and
weariness or spirit, scrawling witn a nine poncu over

a sheet of paper. Judge Davis insisted upon it-king
a whole hatch of

VERV IRRELEVANT QUERIES,
quite enough to make the Recorder aud the opposite
counsel miserable in the extreme. Judge Davis
mast have entertained a curious idea of the necessitiesand claims of the press and the public when he
told the witness to talk loud enough for simply the
counsel aud Jury to hear her, aud that it mattered
not if no one else did. If the reporters retorted In
kind there would be little heard of Judge Davis.
The cross-examination of the witness by tne defence
was listened to with great interest, as it was sharp
and searching to a great degree.
Counsel, wish sky-blue glus-sea on his Roman nose,

head thrown buck, and In a voice of appalling
solemnity, Inquired.Can you tell tho Court '.ana
Jury If you wrwte more than once to Mr. Mc Farland1
Witness.Only once.
Counsel.Arc you sure ?
Witness.Certain.
Counsel.Are you certain beyond a doubt ?
Witness (with emphasis).Most certain.
Then the counsel walked up to the witness, p'aced

two letters in her hands addressed to Daniel McFarlandaud aBkcd her if they were hers, to
which she replied, uftor a short pause,
that thev were, but she had forgotten the
second letter, the one of i860, in which McFarland is
iu>t accused or being such a cruel husband as he was
afterwards declared to be. Then three letters In the
handwriting of her daughter were placed In her
hnnds, but she was unwilling to identify the chirographyas that ol Mrs. HcFarland's. Her examinationwas mo longest ami sprlghtllest of the entire
Uav.

A LTVKI.Y EXAMINATION.
Throughout the old lady's examination a lively

rnnning tire was kept up between the counsel on
either stdc, 60 that between thera and the witness,
who seemed as well able to use her tongue
as any lawyer, tac audience were considerably and
amusingly occupied. Though counsel for the de.fence made the witness appear Inconsistent and contradictory,there was a general disposition to excuse
her great zeal to make her daughter out a much
abused, long sutfering, good and amiable creature,
and lay all the blame possible at McFarland's door.
Her Justification of her daughter's coutso lu separatingfrom her husband and going to seek a divorce
In the State of Indiana crefite^ a sensation.

ANOTUER TOCCU OP MSANITY.
Dr. Echeverrla, of the New York Medical College,

whose opinion ou the Insanity of Jack Reynolds was
intended to save a victim from the gallows, gave
occasion, In the course of his examination, for a
contest of some leugth between prosecution and defence.Judge Garvin had to make a strong effort to
get tho testimony of the witness into any positive
ahapo as bearing upon the case of McFarland; but

nrrw«_oinn. which elicited the fact that.
the witness testified Chambers wan iDsane, made
short work of ibe good impression made ley the Doctor'sfirst appearance.

MOTHER AND DACflHTEtt ON TUB STAND.
Mrs. Gil' erf, mother of Mrs. Calhoun, a tali, palefaoed,graceful, stately looking lady, gave evidence

to prove that itichardson never wore his beard long,
as some of the witnesses for the defence testified,
and that Mrs. McFarlaud and Richardson never met
at her house at the time stated by some or tho prisoner'switnesses. MLss Lillian, daughter of Mrs.
Gilbert, was the last witness of the day. She looked
decidedly attractive tn tho witness chair, and spoke
with elegance and self-possession, while at the same
lime, in the slightly flushed clicek and undertone
In her voice, it was easy to be Impressed
with th- thought that the witness felt
passionately on the subject she was called
upon to speak about. It sti uck some people that
If she could pull the nose o( counsel for the defencelittle would keep h'er from doing It. She was
escorted out of court by somebody who looked as if
he had been up all night at a masquerade and forgottento chnugo nis clothes.

WHAT IT MEANS.
nm.« .r tu. t , A
lue uiui ui iii« prosecution seems now 10 we nui

so much the conviction or McFarland ns the grantingan opportunity to all those who have been miX">!
up In so-called free love circles to clear themselves
from the obloguy which has been heaped upon
them.

IWEVIY-HSST DAY'S PROCLLD.XUS.

Testimony of David Atwooil.
David Atwood, member of Congress from the

Madison district, Wisconsin, was the first witness
called and examined by Mr. Davis.I am the Representativeof the Madison (Wis.) district In Congress;

* »..« MMiflAnnr in Moilianri! fPiticmhiir Mr-i. \fr*T?ai*.
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land giving a reading there, at which I wm present.
Q. For what purpoe?
Counsel lor prisoner objected to this and it was

ruled out.
Q. Was It a success f
Court.Ruled out.
Counsel for the prisoner here remarked that he had

read Mracalhoun's letters again, and found that they
exulted In what she had done.

Totlaonr of Joel B. Ellwood.
Mr. Ellwood was recalled for the prosecution. lie

produced the proceedings in the original suit of

tySfarUad against Richardson. It was sought by

. / ^

NEW T(
***.PWtgutten to place In evidence Richardson's anT?H.Mo'*rtlkn<lTBcompT&int.

Objected to and ruled out
TTie proaeoation decided neither to put the complaintor the answer in evldenoe. This witness

proved that the letters sworn to by Mr. Pomeroy us
described by McParland could not have been the
original letters offered to be sold by McParland, and
that McFarland was not then in the possession of
them.

Mr. Samuel Sinclair Re-called.
Mr. Sinclair being recalled, objection waa made to

liU HViimlnaMnri till the DrOd6CUU(jQ IfftVO 001116 Valid

rtMr!UDavis 'sald he wUtied to examine htm on the
entertainment given at Btelnway Hall by Mrs. Mo
PariRDd.
wuuess.A portion of the money sot by this read*

lug was given to Mr. McKarland; Mrs. McKarland
came down first for tho money; gave her some, but
the remainder 1 paid to McKarland; I cannot swear
positively that McKarland ashed lor the money; Dr.
Ayer to a stockholder iu the Tribune; the par value
of a share Is fl.ooo.

Testimony of Mrs. Mary Vattden'ioir.
Mrs. Mary Vandenboflf was the next witness called.

She testified that Mr*. McFarland took lessons from
hor husband sometime In 1862 and 1863; Mrs. McKarlundtook lessons lor une term.two lessons a week; I
remember seeing Mr. McKarland come to our house
before lessons were given to Mrs. McKarland; she
took lessons from me for two or three terms before
she took lessons from my husband, as my terms were
not as high as Mr. VandeuhoiTs: I remember Mrs.
McKarland giving a parlor reading at the house of
Mrs. Sinclair shortly ufter she had taken lessons
from my husband; Mr. and Mrs. McKarland came for
me in a carriage; I was present with him at the reading;1 conversed with him on the subject of the reading,but 1 don't remember what It was.
Cross-examined.My husband's terms were thon

fifty-dollars a term, and mine twenty-live dollais;
the reading I referred to as having been given by
Mis. McKarland was riven in the summer of 1863.
m .i. -8r... nr
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Nige.
lira. Abigail Sage, examined by ex-Judge Davis:.
Q. Where do you reside, Mrs. Suge ? A. At Charlestown-Mass
Q. Are you the mother of Mr«. McFarland, or Mrs.

Richardson, formerly Mrs. McFarland? A. l ain.
Q. llow long have you resided In Charlestuwn,

Mass ? A. Five years.
Q. Wheu did your daughter's marriage occur? A.

Ou the 14tn of December, lt>57.
Q. Had your daughter residsd at home previous to

that time? A. Yes, most of her life; in 1857 sho
stopped a little time In llostou.

Q. What educational advantages had been given to
her? A. She had been to a school In New Hampshireand a school in Connecticut.
Q. Had she graduated at schools? A. Yes.
Q. Had she been a teacher In a school at Now

Haven? A. Yes, she was a teacher at Webster's
school.

Q. How long had she been a teacher In Webster's
school before her marriage? A. She had been there
three terms.

Q. Her range of education had carried her to a
proflclency in Latin and in the French language?
Question objected to. Counsel for the defence

saul that it would bo requisite to have some know-
icugc 01 me proucieucy 01 a person m liuuii uuu
French.
The Court.What l« your object In this question,

Juitge Davis?
Judge Davis.It will be In the recollection of the

Couri thut when this case was opened this witness'
daughter was described as a poor factory glri whom
the pri oner had married and elevated her Into
si cieiy by education and otherwise.
The Court.Is the prosecution bound to answer

every charge made by the opening of the counsel
for ine defence?
Judge Davis.Well, wo are bound to show that It

was not as proved by the defence.
The Court.I thlna that you do not mean that the

witnrss is an expert In Latin?
Judge Davis.Weil, Mrs. Sage, had she studied

Latin or French ? A. Yes.
Q. What was her age at the time of her marriage ?

A. About twenty.
Q Alter the marriage did they leave your house?

A. They went to Madison In Wisconsin; they told
me that they were going.

(J. How long did they reside there? A. Eleven
wcelcs from that time she was back at my house.
y. wIii-m was Mr. McFarland at the tune? A. He

was at New York,
Q. How long did she remain? A. She remained

at home two weeks, und then went back to New
Haven, aud from there to New York.
Q. When was she back at your house again? A.

She was back on the 20th of May, and remained
there until August, when she went to housekeeping
in iirooklyn,

Q. When did you next see them? A. I think It
was in the fall, In September.

Q. When was their first child born? A. On the
lltu of December, 1858. I

Q. Where was that ? A. In Willow street, Brooklyn;I remained as a nurse there during her sick-
ness; my second daughter was there, also.
The Court.Is It needful, Judge Davis, to go

through all this? Here wo aro lu 18&8, eleven years
before this occurrence, lor which the defendant U
now on trial.
Judge Davis.It Is to answer charges made la the

opening of this case by the defonce.
The Court.I don't think you are bound to answer

the statcmeuts In the opening. It is not necessary
for the prosecution to es ablish antagonists evidenceexcept they have been fortified by proof.
Judge Davis.I aeslre to prove that iu 1638 the

nrst child died at this lady's nouse. I wish ulso to
prove, in fact that all the expenses of the funeral
uad the board and maintenance were all borno by
Mr. Sage, and shall also prowe that the children wero
born at the grandparents' house.
Prisoner's counsel.All these pretences are nnfounded,and If allowed all the enemies of McFarlandinay be brought here to swear against him. I

submit that all this Is highly improper, and iu a few
minutes, at the proper time, I will submit by documentsand not by manufactured evidence, the relationshipof McFarland and his wife from day to
day from the moment we have laid this cose, which
is only from the time they went to live in 72 Amity
street.
The Court.I think it competent for the prosecu-

Hon to show, in repiy to me aeience, mat jucrnr-
land did not support his wire and family during
ihat time, nnd that his wile supported Uerseir by
her own exertions and was partly supported by her
friends.
Witness continued.She returned In spring, i860,

and remained until July ; the child died there.
Q. Who paid those expenses ? A. I think my husbanddid, but I don't know.
(j. When did she return again? A. Sho returned

to uiy family again In October ; It was in the rail.
Q. How long did she remain? A. She remained

until August, i860.
y. That is rrom October, 1850, to August, i860. A.

Yes, she resided In my family.
y. Where did Mr. JlcFarland reside? A. In New

Yotk.
(>. Who attended Mrs. McFar'aud during her illness?A. We hired a nurse.
Q. In August Mrs. McFarland left? A. Yes; In

August, 1860.
y. Where did she go? A. fil.e went to New York.
Q. When did she return again? A. Tue following

December.
Q. How long did sne romalnf A. Four or five

weeks.
u. where did MCFanana reuyou ne was going to?

A. Mo said he was going to Wisconsin; they stopped
m Philadelphia.

Q. You had a correspondence with your daughter
while there? A. Y'cs, 1 had letters from my daughterevery we.k.

i{. Mow long did they remain at Madison T A.
Tuey remained there until they eame from Madison
lii isfli. and came to my house.

Q. When did she go away? A. She went away
...g on

the stage ? A. We were stauding on the stoop of
the front door and Mrs. McFarland said, "I am
going on to the stage;" I replied that "I had been
reading Mrs. Mowatt's life, and I think it is a very
hard life;" Mrs. McFarland answered, "Oh, It's not
so hard."

Q. llow long was it beferc she left Wisconsin after
this? A. £be went away soon arterwards.

Q. They came on from there then to this city ? A.
Yes.

Q, When did your daughter return to your house ?
A. The next June.

Q. When was Danny horn ? A. She remained thnt
August; tue child was suffering from whooping
cough.
The Court.Cannot you limit this examination?

What can the whooping cough of this child have to
do with this case?
Judge Davis.We propose to show that the prisonerwrote a letter, demanding the reta/n of Mrs.

McFarland with that child, when It had ihe whoopingcough, and that in that letter he threatened that
if she did not return he would burn down lior father's
bouse. Your Honor will recollect that It has been
proved that all tins coircspoudence has been seized.
The Court.Well, go on, go on; only make It as

brief as you can.
Q. That letter has not been preserved.It Is not

now In existence? A. No, not that l know of.
Q. When did Mrs. McFarland coine again ?' A.

She brought the eldest boy with her in Murch, 1804.
Q. it was jour family who toot care of her In her

sickness, and she remained until July, 18641 A.
Yes,

Q. When did she next come to your house! A.
In the fall or 1S65 she removed from Madison.

q. When was she next at your house i A. She
came In June, 1800, having the children with her;
she went to Shelburue, N. Hq.What Is known as 1 he White Mountains l A.
Yes.
u. Did she receive any letters from Mrs. Calhoun?

A. Yes.
q. Was that letter read in your presence? (The letter

was handed to w itness, and was stated by Judge
Davis to be a letter Horn Mrs. Calhoun to Mrs. Mc-
Farlnnd, already published, announcing her success
In urocurmg an engagement for Mis. McFarlaud at
the theatre.) A. It wus, and McFarlaud approved
of it.

Q. Now lo go back at the time yon nnrscd her,
luring her sickness with her tlrst child, do you rocoljlect while there anything respecting McFarland's
Intoxication? A. Only once; I went down Into the
kit'lion and I round that he had vomited all over tho
kitchen and he smelt as though he had been drinkingliquor; this was In 1860.

Q. l)o you remember his coming to your house at
any time when he was Intoxicated? A. lie came in
a carriage to the door, and there was a row outside,
and 1 round he was having a quarrel with the driver,
and he was then Intoxicated.

Q. Percy at the time or the separation was seven
years old; how much of that seven years had been
spent in your family? A. About half ol that time,
q. Was there any compensation made for the time
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they had lived to your fhraltyt A. Not as far as I
know; they seat me ten dollars once.

A^yes.0 you know the handwriting in that letter f

o. Is It the prisoner's » A. It la.
Q. Look at that letter, la that iu Mr. MoFarland's

haudwrlttux» A. It la.
q. Look at that promissory note. Is that the slg*nature or Mc Pariand» it is.
Q. What was the note given fort A. It was givenIn consideration for money borrowed by Mr. McFarlandor my husband.
Q. After the separation of Mrs. McFarland from

uer uuHuanu, ana miriug tne rouowing summer, sue
spent part oi the time at your house ? A. Yes.
Q. At what time did she present herself at yourhouse in the fall of 1800 r A. On the last day of Ootoner,1800.
Q. How long did she remain there? A. She remainedthere until January, 1870.
Q. Do you recollect the time of the shooting or thewiring f a. i do.
Q. was she at your house at that time 7 A. She

was.
Q. You accompanied her to this city» A. I did.
Q. How long did she remain? A. She remained

uRtll after the death of Richardson and then she returnedto my house.
Cross-examined by prisoner's counsel.Q. Mrs.

Sage, It Is no discredit to your daughter that she
worked in a faotort; did she not work in a ractory ?
A. She never worked in a factory.Q, Then she really did no work for herself, In that
way, until 1867 ? A. She had a loom In her father's
factory, and she might have worked there.

Q. You have given us various times when Mrs.
McPariand visited you with her children, when she
came and how she Jeft.how do you remember all
these things? A. 1 havo looked It over and thought
It over.

Q. Then you have carefully prepared your memoryf A. Yos; iny daughter and I have talked It over
together.

Q. How many daughters have you had? A.
Tli roe.

Q. Do you mean to say that none of these visits of
your daughter to your family were the result of affectionnud a de-mo to visit her family? A. I don't
itiiuw iimi vtivj wuiu.

Q. Then you do wish the idea to be conveyed that
the visits were the result of pecuniary want? A.
Most or them I expect were for that purpose.
Q. Were any of them visits of affection r A. How

do 1 know ?
Q. You don't know, then, whether she had made

any arrangements with her husband for paying youfor her board V A. 1 don't know anytntng about
that; I did not know what money she was supplied
wltn.
Q. Do you remember the trouble about Percy and

the habeas corpus proceedings ? A. Yes.
Q. Do you remember whether you wrote a note to

Mr. McFarland after he got Percy back 1 A. 1 wrote
blm only one uote.
Q. You cannot be mistaken r A. No, I'm not mistaken.
Prisoner's counsel.That Is right.
Q. Now, dlu you write that note? (Note handed

to witness.) A. Yes, It was 1867, or January,
1868.

Q. Now, did you not write him a second note when
Percy got back? A. No, I did not.
Q. Is that your handwriting? (Handing witness

the notes.) A. That is my writing, but 1 had forgottenall about it; those are botn my letters.
Prisoner's counsel.That should he a warning to

you, Mrs. Sago.
«j. Now. Ma lame, do you know your daughter's

handwriting? is tluit Mrs. McFarland's handwriting?A. It Is not like her writing; 1 cannot say.(Tile same answer was given in rcferenoe to two
other letters.)

Q. Did you ever see Mr. Richardson? A. I did.
Q. When did you flrst seo him? A. In Churlcstown,In thu lull of 1867, when ho came to Mr.

Cleveland's.
Q. was your aaugritcr stopping tncre ? A. No, she

WaB not.
Q. Miss Gilbert came with Mr. Richardson ? A. In

the fall of 1807.
Q. You had never seen liim before then ? A. I bad

nover heard of him.
Q. Then you never heara of any intercourse betweenthem until tho first shooting ? A. No, I did

not.
Q. When did you first Know that Richardson was

about to marry your daughter? A. 1 cannot tell
you.
G. Was it in 1807 ? A. No, not in 1867.
q. Cannot you tell when it was ? A. No, I cannot

tell you.
Q. How many years Is it since Richardson intimatedhis wi ll to marry your daughter? A. It

might be oue year or it may bo two.
Q. Cannot von remember whether It was 1867, 1868

or 1863? A. I don't remember.
Q. When did you hear of the intercepted letter f

A- In the spring of 1807, or somewhere about there;1 heard t..erc was a great fuss about this letter.
Q. Did you hear during that spring that Richardson

was going to marry your daughter? A. I heard of it
then.
Q. You never knew what was in that letter ? A. I

do not know except what people told me.
Q. What is your opinion of this letter? A. I think

that wus ratiier a rash letter after the separation.
in iiioi' on i n. no, uaum |i.in, i UCIICVC lUJfdaughter's couduct lifts beeu perfectly good; yes,

Blr, up to this hour; 1 have uot read Mrs. Masou's
testtmouy or Mr. ttwan's; I have not even read the
Intercepted letter.

Q. Do you approve of Mrs. McFarland's conduct
in associating with Mr. Richardson and going to Indianato procure a divorce for the purpose or marryingMr. Richardson f
Mr. Davis objected, and the Recorder said he did

not see what the opinions of the witnesses had to do
with the case.
Prisoner's counsel contended that he had a right

to test the moral views of each witness, and if they
differed widely from the ordinary standard to commenton it. lie thought this especially applicable in
view of this witness' failure to identify her daughter'shandwriting.
The Court allowed tho question.
A. I see no harm in doing so; I am residing with

my daughter In Woodslde; she did not send me
money to cotne on; I expect the expenses of coming
on to come out of my own pocket; I first
saw Mrs. Calhoun's letter in i860; I don't
know how long my daughter had had It;
alio did not say now long; i was men living
in Boston; I don't remember any other letter; lie
said "it was a splendid letter;" my attention was
not directed to tills letter at all; I knew by hearsay
that he had taken all Mrs. Calhoun's letters; I don't
know when 1 heard or this letter being read; when
I did hear of It I remembered that It was commented
upon.

Q. Do you approve of the change of Danny's
namef A. If he chooses to call himself so I suppose
he has a right to do so; I have not changed his
name; no one nas given him the name of Sage.

q. lie is a child 01 five years of age. Has he
changed his name ? A. lie Is called by that name; 1
have not changed It.
The court heie took a recess.

After Reccm.
Upon the re-assembllug of the court Mrs. Sago

ngam took took the stand and tcstiiied on cross-examination.
Mr. McFurland and his wife, after the reading of

this letter, remained a few days, running into October;1 am perfectly certain that he was in Boston
the latter part or September, 1SC0; I am sure of It
from a letter received from Mr. McFurland from
Manchester, to which he went from our house.

Testimony of Lizzie J. Sage.
Lizzie J. Sage was next called on and testified.

Lives in Charlestown, Mass.: am sister of Mrs.
Richardson, formerly Mrs. McFarland.

Q. Di<l you at any time stop with them while they
lived here or In Brooklyn? A. Yes, I lived with
them five months In Brooklyn, at the corner of Clark
and Willow streets; during that time I saw
th<J defendiijit int^Bfiated: it was on a
Saturday1, hfi wan to DHng me to the MuSeum;
he brought me to thg matluee play; he
came In with me and only remained a few minutes,
when he made an excuso to go out; he stopped some
time, when he returned, and I smelted whiskey off
his breath; he slopped but a few miuutes, when he
went out again, saying he would not be long, but be
did not return until after the matinee WtSs 6Ver; I
then waited a few moments and was leaving the
place when.I met him at the vestibule door; he was
then very much intoxicated; we then left, and after
walking a lew blocks he said he had to mabh a call
ata house on our way to the ferry; he stagfered so
that I had to help him along; lie went Into
the house and I (walked on a few Mocks) he r«y
malned there about tlve minutes and when he came
out I walked towards him and asked him If bis
visit was satisfactory; when be came up to me he
took me by the huuds and kissed them and mutteredsome words which I could not hear or under*
stand, but that he spoke to me as love" aud "dearest1*(laughter); 1 was staggered myself tit his conductand language; I looked up at Trinity church
clock aud saw it was a quarter to five: I told him
that Addle would be alarmed and to hurry home.

Q. Was there any other occasion on which you
saw hira intoxicated ? A. Yes; on the 1st or Decemberof the same year, 1882, he came home very much
intoxicated aud vomited liquor on the floor, which
myself and my mother had to cleanup.

(). 1)1(1 von and vonr mother do all the domestic
work of the family while you were there ? A. Yes.
Not cross-examined.

Deposition of Pbocbo Wood Offered In firl*
donee.

Mr. Gerry objected to the introduction of the testimonyus Irrelevant and immaterial at the present stage
of the case. There are certain depositions taken by
us which may become pertinent on the question of
this so-called Indiana divorce, llut 1 submit that
there has been nothing offered in the evidence submittedthat warrants the introduction on tne part of
the prosecution of testimony like this.
The Court.l)o I understand that the depositions

proposed to be read were taken on a commission
moved by you t
Mr. Gerry.Yes; but that Is not the point now; wo

object to the reading ol these depositions, because
the testimony Is Immaterial and irrclevaut at this
stage of the proceedings.
The Court.I cannot judge or the nature of the

testimony till 1 hear it.
Mr. Davis.1 propose to read this deposition to

show when Mrs. Richardson took np her residence
at Indianapolis, how long she remained there, and
when she left there; tlto object being to disprove the
testimony put In by the defence tending to: show
that Instead of residing In Indiana, as she was in
fact all this time, that she was living in New Jersey
and other places; wo will show that she resldedfin
the State of Indiana for fllteen months, a period
covering all the time that they sought by witnesses
to establish she was at other points.
The Court admitted the depositions.
Mr. Davis then proceeded to read the direct interrogatoriesof Mrs Wood. Mr. Gerry reading the

cross.
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The depositions were then pat In erldence.

Deposition of Sehojrler Colfax.
Mr. Davta then proposed to read the deposition

of Mr. Schuyler Colfax.
Mr. (Jerry objected.
The Court.on what grounds do yon offer this donniiltiAnIn avIiIaiiaa

Mr. Darts.To be rrank, I nave not read tbe depositionof Mr. CoUax, bat bis name baa been draggedInto the case In various ways; 1 have his depositionin my hand and I propose to read tt because it is his
evidence In answer to that given by the defence
through the mouths of other witnesses, and because,
whether It hurts him or exculpates him, U is due to
Mr. Colfax that his testimony be read.
The Court.1 do not recolieot his name being used

by the defence; I do not know the slightest way In
which he is connected with the oase so far as the
testimony goes.
Mr. asrry.We are not trying Mr. Colfax yet.
Mr. Davis.He has been tried here, so far as witnesseshave spoken of him, and senior counsel has

on several occasions alluded to him.
The Court.The testimony may become neocssaiy;

but as you (Mr. Davis) profess to be ignorant of the
deposition I do not see why you seek to Introduce it
now. Should It become relevant or material hereafterI shall permit you to read It.
Mr. Davis then withdrew the deposition.

Testimony of Dr. Bcheverrla.
Dr. Bcheverrla was called, and testified.I am a

professor or meutal and nervous diseases at the universityMedical College, Physlcian-ln-Chief at the
Epileptic and Paralytic Hospital; i have been for the
last twenty years engaged in the treatment of nervousdiseases, first lu Europe and then here; I was
In Paris In 1894 and 1889; 1 have visited lunatic asylumsIn Germany; In London I was appointed ResidentPhysician of the Eplleptto and Paralytlo Hospitaland held It for a year; I have read the evidence of
Drs. Hammond and Vance in this case; 1 agree generallywith their opinions as to the normal functions
OA IUC Ul Uiili 1 UC1IUV iUOftMli J m »UN. WMV....WU V*

the inlnd where there Is a failure of the faculty of
judging, of an uncontrollable impulse of the mind,
with a loss of power of the will, accompanied by
disease; delusion proper Is any false perception;
there is not always insanity where there is an uncontrollableviolence of emotion; If disease coexists
then If the emotion is traceably conuected with the
disease, there Is insanity.

Q. Can a person having tills unoontrollable emotionnave a clear knowledge of right aud wrong ?
A. I suppose so; I make up my mind as to the freedomor a man's act by cotnparlug It with his previoushistory; I do not admit of Instantaneous
Insanity with complete health of mind and
body before and after; there will always be
symptoms before and after which, on careIful examination, will be detected as showing
disease of mind; emotional Insanity may take the
form of melunohoita or of monomania; the first Is
tne degression of spirits; the seoond Includes homicidalmania, suicidal mania and other manias; the
form of melancholia Is a continual depression; moInomanlu Is when the mind continually runs on one
subject.on killings, on burnings, on robberies. Ac.
Q. Suppose a man who has been able to distinguishbetween right and wrong commences to

threaten a man with shooting, lies in wait for him
and finally shoots nira, would you regard it as proof
of Insanity? A. I should inquire ir there were any
motive for this change.
Q. Suppose there was besides tho rest a grudge

against tne victim growing out of a wrong? A. Do
you mean a real wrong or a mere delusion?

o. No. Suppose It were real?
Counsel for defence objected to this and Insisted

that the question should be put In the form they had
used.
After some discussion a question was pat covering

all the above points, anu the witness answered, I
should think the mun was not insaue; I have read
all the evidence In this case as given in the newspapers,with a view to making up my mind us to the
sanity or the Insanity of the prisoner.

Q. Whal was that Impression?
i/Ounsei lor neience urgueu turn as iuo uownpupens

had nut published all the testimony the quecilon
could not be put, and the District Attorney waived
the question.
The witness.i have read the Herald, World, Tribune,Sun, and sometimes the Times; 1 read the testimonyas to the death ot the cousin from softening

of the brain: If that arose from hereditary disease In
the cousin, then it would be proof of hereditary tendencyIn the prisoner, but I should never
thtnK of proving hereditary tendency starting
from a cousin; insanity, when hereditary, usuallyshows Itself In all members of the ramlly.

Q, Take the case of a man whose pulse ran up
from 404 to 124 on the exhibition or a picture of
a wife who he declared had been false to
him, and the blood vessels of whose eye
were gorged, what proof would you regard
that as to sanity or Insanity t A. None at all;
insanity cannot be deduced from physical Blgns
alone; those symptoms might be produced by
cerebral desease alone; cerebal disease exists
often without insanity; there Is a form of Insanity
where the enlargement of a pupil and muscular
twitching, and so on, exist; but tney are always accompaniedby extravagant Ideas of the Insane, and
mhAP i.vmnfnrrw. Htmrcrnrinar In the Halt. Ac.! we

cull that general paralysis of the Insane; Insane
acts are the result of maniacal excitement of partial
delirium, or the residual effects of what Is called
epileptic mania.
To Counsel for De'ence.I pronounced Reynolds

unlit lo be executed, but cot insane; the verdict was
obtained on the testimony of Ore. Vance and Il immondus to his nientarconditlon; on my affidavit a
motion was uia le for a respite; i don't know that
the District Attoiney used Dr. Hammond's affidavit
against mine; I was examined In the Chambers
case, and swore to nls Insanity; 1 have never personallyexamined Mr. McFarland.

Testimony of Mrs. Gilbert.
Mrs. Gilbert, mother of Mrs. Calhoun, was next

examined.Resided la Morris street, Jersey City; residedthere since May, 1800.
Q. Are you acquainted with Mrs. Richardson? A.

1 urn.
Q. Row long have yon been acquainted with her ?

A. 1 first saw Iter In 1800.
The Court.What Is the purport of producing this

wltneBsf
Mr. Davis.To disprove the testimony of the witnessesfor the defence who swore to seeing Mr.

Richardson and Mrs. McFarland at the house of this
witness in the summer, when the fact was that she
was not there at all that time.
The Court.Proceed.

S. You are the mother or Mrs. Calhoun? A. 1 am.
. Did you know the late Albert D. Richardson ?

A. Idi d.
Q. Were yon well acquainted ? I was.
Witness then proceeded to give a description of

the personal appearance of the deceased Richardson.

3. You have a son-in-law? A. Yes.
. What Is his name? A. Thomas Holder; he

came to my house last summer with a lady; that
was some time in August.
n Who onmo to vour house with Mr. Holder on

tlio occasion you spoke oil'
Objected to.
The Court.I suppose it la intended to show that

Mr. Richardson was mistaken for this Mr. Holder ?
District Attorney.That is exactly the cuse, your

Honor.
Q. Who came with Mr. Holder on that occasion f

A. His wife.my daughter.
Q. How long did they remain at your house? A.

I think about four weeks that first time; they came
again in the course of the season; thev remained on
the latter occasion only two or three days; they
came again in December and left at the end of that
mouth.
Witness described the style of the hirsute appendagesworn on cheek and chin by her son-in-law,

Mr. Holder, and stated that her son wears a long
beard.

Q. Was Mrs. Richardson at your house near Newarkat any time during 1868 or at any time
prior (9 ttie commencement of this trial ? A. She
was not; 1 never saw the little boy Danny till within
the last few days; he never was at my house near
Newark.

Q. Did you know that Mrs. McFarland played at
the Winter Garden f A. I did.

Q. Do you know who used to escort her from that
theatre during the time she played there. A. Her
friends; my husband, ahd myself Went for her sev-
erai uuies.
Cross-examined.Q. Was Richardson atyour house

In Jersey City at any time last August or September?
A. He was.

Q. What portion of these months was he there ?
A. 1 think he was there about the 1st of August, out
he went to California at that time.

Q. flow long was he away ? A. I think about six
weeks; I aon't recollect.
Q. Might he not have gone in September? A. I

am not quite sure about it.
Q. Was Mrs. Richardson stopping at your house

when he came there? A. She was: she left la July,
1868.
q. How do yon fix the time Mrs. McFarland left as

being In July, 1868; might it not have been August?
A. No, sir, because I know the exact date.

d. What is the date? A. July 21.
Q. How do you know that? A. From a m emorandum1 kept.
Q. What was that memorandum? A. It was the

memorandum of a little account I had with Mrs. McFarland; she came with me to the bouse in Jersey
City, when 1 moved there ; that was on the 12th of
May.

u. Did Richardson, while stopping at your house
in Jersey City last August, wear a pepper and Bait
suit? A. No.

t{. How do you know that ? A. I am sure of It;
he never wore a suit of that kind to my knowledge.
Q. Did a lame gentleman, accompanied by a lady,

come to your house ? A. lesjtliat was my son-inlawand daughter.
r» OlAlianlaAn at all <1 nsin/.
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the year 1869? A. 1 did not; 1 never saw her from
the time she left my house in 1868 till last December.

o. Did I understand you to say that this account
which nxes the 21st of July was an account you had
with Mr. Richardson? A. No; I said it was an account1 ha<l with Mrs. Richardson.
Re-direct.q. Was that an account for her board ?

A. No.
Testimony of Miss Gilbert.

Miss Lillian L. Gilbert, examined by Mr. Davis.Q.
Where do you reside? A. No. 67 Morris street, jerseyCity.

Q. You reside, then, with your parents? A. Yes,
sir.

q. Were you acquainted with Mrs. McFarland? A.
I was.
,Q. You recollect when she lived nt Mr. Mivson's, 71

Amity street? A. I recollect when she lived at Mr.
Mason's; I don't recollect what number.
Q. Do yon recollect on oue occasion after her

separation from her husbaud going with her to that
house? A. I do recollect going with hor thereon
several occasions*

Q. Do you recollect after her separation from her
husband going with her there for the purpose o(
getting certain papers ? Objectod to.

S SHEET.
Ouostion admitted. A. I da.
Q. State what ocourred at that tlmef A. We wen!

to the house about 11 o'olock In the forenoon; Mrs.
Mason admitted us; Mrs. McFarland asked her if
she. i
Witness was interrupted by counsel moving to

object.
The Court admitted the question as tending to Impeaohthe testimony of Mrs. Mason, who gave evidencefor the defence on this part or the case.
WirnAu.lira. UnFarland asked If we could go

into Mr. Richardson's to procure some papers ne
had written to me for; Mrs. Mason said she had no
objection: I went into the room and to the desk and
got a package of papers I found there and then
went away.

Q. Did Mrs. McFarland take any papers on that
occasion? ;A. No.

q. Subsequently do you reoollect Mrs. McFarland
there of nights ? A. I do; two nights she occupied o
the rooms she formerly ocoupled. r

Q. Was anybody with her on those occasions? A.
Yes; I was with her. , W1.

*

Q, Did you sleep with her those nights? A. I did. c
Q. Do you recollect on any of those nights Rich- c

ardson coming there? A. I do; I recolleot he came
one evening about eleven or twelve o'clock, having
come fromHaitford on the eveulng train.

q. Who was there at the time? A. Mrs. McFarland,J. H. Brown and myself. _

q. State how you happened to be there? A. Wo
had been at the theatre to escort Mrs. McFarland
home.

Q. How long had yon boon in the house when
Richardson arrived? A. About twenty minutes or
half an hour.

q, Did Richardson remain In the house that night?
A. I. suppose he did, but I don't know positively.
Q. On that night who remained with Mrs.

McFarland? A. I did.
Q. Were you tnere tho following morning when

Mrs. McFarland took breakfast? A. 1 was;
I took breakfast with her.
fWas Richardson there ? A. He was not there ?

Did you see him that morning ? A. I did.
State all you know with rcspoct to his movementsthat morning. A. Mr. Richardson came and

knocked at the door about nine o'clock and asked If
he could come In; Mrs. McFarland was not there at
the time, and I said to him that the room was not
prepared and tnat he could not come In yet; he went
awav and In about live minutes camo again and
again knocked at the door and asked If he could
come In; I said he might; Mrs. McFarland had not
yet come back at this time; he remained about flltoen
minutes; after Mrs. McFarland came in be remained
about five minutes.fifteen minutes In all; he did
not take breakfast there nor was be invited.

O. Were you in the haolt of going to escort Mrs.
McFarland from the theatre? A. Iwas.

o. Do yon remember the night of the first shooting?a. I do.
ft Tin vnn rnmflmhnr If Vr Tilnharilann «cv»Arfn<l

Mrs. McFarland home l'rutu the theatre that night f
A. I do. Objected to. ,

The Court.Tbe question Is not competent. It Is
In evidence that he did escort Mrs. McFarland that
night; wny he did so Is immaterial.
Mr. Davis.I propose to show by this evidence that

this lady (Miss Gilbert) and Mr. Browne were that
night going to the opera, and as they would be detainedthere long after the Winter Garden theatre
had closed they had gone to Mr. Itkhardson and
requested him to go to the theatre that night and
escort Mrs. McFarland home; that ne consented and
accordingly went. The question not admtttod.
Cross-examined.I never was with Mrs. McFarland

when I was introduced to Mrs. Mason as being engagedto Mr. Klchardson; I don't know whether she
saw me the two nights I was at her house; 1 heard
Mrs. MoFarland say when she engaged the rooms
that either I or my slater wonld sleep with her: I
don't know whether Mr. Browne stopped all night
in Mr. Richardson's room the night we had been to
the theatre; I learned Mr. Itkhardson was coming
early In the evening; I don't know that
he sent a telegram of his coming of my
own knowledge, but heard of one being received
that evening; he came about eleven or half-past
eleven o'clock, and got In with a night key; I don't
recollect whether Mrs. McFarland told me at that
time that sno was engaged to Mr. Richardson: I
haan't any Impression about there being anything
wrong going on between them or I wonld not have
gone there; I knew that Mrs. McFarland had occupiedthe house with her husband; when I
learned that Richardson was to return I did
not form an opinion that It was suspicious
or wrong, as 1 believed it purely aocldental; I saw
Richardson and Mrs. McFarland In her room togetheron two different occasions; I believed his love
for her was caused by her troubles and miseries: I
halinva if ivuu n InvA Mint, anrnnir nn nnrlrtAnlV? I (ltd
not know that ho hact written a letter to her which
had been intercepted, In which he had stated thut
his love ror Mrs. McFarland was of long years' standing;I did notread that letter, nor do I know-its contents.
Tho court then adjourned till eleven o'clock this

morning.

SISTERS OF THE STRANGER.

Yesterday afternoon the above named society held
their regular monthly meeting In their rooms, No. 45
Bible House. After prayer by the Rev. Dr. Deems,
the monthly and (the 1st of May being the anniversaryof the society) annual report was read. Tho
former Bhows that forty-eight persons were
Iieipeu uuruig iuo tani, ui'j' in, irv tuty-oiiu
of wiiora were foreigners and twenty-seven
native Americans and of the

, latter twelve
were from the Northern and fifteen from the SoutheraStates. The aunual report shows that assistance
was rendered to 439 persons during the year, ISO of
whom were foreigners and 230 Americans. Of the
latter niuety-cight were from the Southern and 141
from the Northern States. Each one of these, howover,represent more than one person, for when the
head of a family Is helped a dozen, more or less, Is
helped, but only one person Is entered on the books.
After the reading of the two reports and transacting

some other unimportant business the following ladies
were elected managers Mrs. Blake, Mrs. Selxas,
Mrs. C. F. Deems, Mrs. J. Thomas, Mrs. R. C. Gardener,'Mrs. J. L. Graham, Mrs. F. A. Molton, Mrs.
R. H. Johnson, Mrs. J. D. Radcllif, Mrs. Geo. Lansdale,and Mrs. M. 0. Lloyd.
The Society of the Sisters of the Strangers Is Indeedone of the most beautiful charities In the city

of New York. The formation of such a society was
suggested to a few ladles by Dr. Burns, whose positionas pastor of the Church of the Strangers
brought him more work of toe kind than he
could possibly attend to. They agreed to
help htm and did so. In the meantime
the work spread and ladles from other churches
were brought In, and In this way the society has
grown to be quite an institution. They give help
only to strangers, to those recently arrived In the
city, who have fallen into trouble. The followingIs one of many similar cases that arc constantly
receiving their attention:.
A gentleman came from the South, was disappointedin his business, could not communicate

witn his friends, was taken 111, became penniless and
helpless at a hotel. The "Sisters" aided him, hired
professional nurses, afterward secured a place In
our best and most respeotable hospital, cared for
him three months and then obtained a free parage
lua steamer to his homo. He has since written
back most gratefully, attributing the preservation or
bis life to the atienttou of the "Sisters.''

WILLIAMS, I HE ENGLISH "CRICRStflN."

He la "Interviewed" by Colonel Wliitely In
Jorscy.Maklntr a Clean Breast of the Matter.Allthe Drawbacks and Bondo Stolen
from a Lady In Pnrla.Additional InterestInsParticulars.
Jolin Williams, alias Scrimshaw, whose capture

and committal to a Jersey prison in default of
$20,000 ball, pendiug an examination on a charge of
smuggling diamonds, was recorded In yesterday's
Herald, made a clean breast of his crime yesterdayIn presence of Colonel Whitely and deteotlre
Nettleship. 1119 statement la to the effect that
four weeks ago last Thursday, in companywith a Loudon "pal," and with
the assistance of a servant maid, named
Martha, he succeeded in carrying off some

£10,000 wor th of bonds and about £8,000 worth of
diamonds, together with about £2,000 worth of
French bank notes, from the residence of Modume
do Hait, in Paris. The girl Martha was omployed
there as a domestic, and received as her share of the
plunder the ready money, while the men were to
divide the diamonds, as they had done the
bonds. In the meantime Williams took possession
of tne diamonds, and. as he savs. was chased so liaid
by the French detectives that he was net able to see
his pal ana come to a settlement about the diamonds.
This part of his story is construed by bur American
detectives Into tho view that he "chiselled" his pal
as well as Madame do llart. If this view be correct
what becomes of tho theory that there is honor
among thieves? Reaching London, Williams discoveredthat It was too hot for him there and
started for Southampton, getting there Just In time
to secure passage on board the Main, When
arrested on Monday at the Hoboken ferry he was
In company with a young girl whom lie claimed to
be his wile. She, however, was let go. Yesterday
she visited the Essex county jail at Newark, where
the prisoner Is confined, but was not permitted to see
him for reasons best known to the authorise''.
The authorities have no Idea tnat she is "Martha,"
iiWhnurrlt tlx, latter la llPleVt'll tO 1)0 Wltlllil 120
miles of tlie metropolis. On being searched again
ye.-terday there was found In possession of the
prisoner some more diamond jewelry of rare workmanship.apair of bracelets particularly being of
great value. lie offered one of his captors
u handsome sum for a chance to slip; but the Jersey
officer was bribe-proof. Williams Is to have a prehmlnaryexamination on tba charge of smuggling
to-day before Commissioner Whitehead at Newark.
In the meantime the French authorities have been
notified.
As the arrest was made In New York considerable

discussion lias arisen on the subject of his being run
over to Jersey for tnal. Can it be, as some asseit,
that it was feared Justice wuuld not be done him In
the metropolitan courts!

A $5.000 BONO ROBBcRY.
About one o'clock yesterday Benjamin Olapp, of

829 West Twenty -fifth street, while standing at the
desk in the banking house of Vormllvo & Co., 10
Nassau street, was robbed of $5,000 In United States
coupon bonds by an adroit thtef, whose description
could not be given by the victim.

i BI6 IATIOIAL BAR JOB.
i Bill of Financial Abominations-Credit of ths
Government Loaned to Wildoat Corporations.Liitof National Banks That Have

Already Failed or Gone Into VoluntaryLiquidation.Deposits in NationalBanks.Depositors' Losses.
'i

Washinotom, Nay 9,18to.
General GarOeld has reported from the Committee

in Rankin* and Currency a bill (No. 1,000) whloh
rovldcs that certain national bank associations majr
>ay Into our national Treasury $104,600,000 and reelretherefor $109,600,000 in gold-bearing bonds and *

urrency. The bill, in fact, makes a free gift of
196,000,000 to certain national bank managers, pays
hem $4,702,600 per aunum Interest on seourltlaa
greenbacks) that are now acceptably placed in tho 1
narket froe of Interest, and, In order to make true
he old saying that "the devil always heaps upon
he largest pile,'* loans tho aforesaid national bank-j
ng associations the credit of tho government without
lmlt.
One of the worst features of the numerous bills

or Increasing national bank subsidies that are
teing pressed upon the attention of Congress has
carcely been noticed. They all provided in effect
hat the government of the United States shall loan
ts credit without limit, to any and all associations
hat manage to secure a national bank franchise.
iVhether the managers are solid business men or the
vorst sharpers out of the penitentiary, all hare the
>redlt of the Halted States government alllce. A
(vlldcat concern like the one that failed la this city
i lew years ago la served as generously as the sound*
sat bank in New York; and this la the way It works:.
A national bank association pays $110,000 Into

the national Treasury and reoelves therefor $210»«
)00 In gold-bearing bonds aud currency, $110,000 of
the former and 100,000 of the latter. The bonds are

leposlted with General Spinner for safe keeping and
Tor his convcnlc nee when paying the Interest on

them. The currency is used by the bans In course
of regular business, whatever that may be. The
concern being a "national" bank, Its circulation
eudorsed and secured beyond peradventure by the
national government, and having bonds deposited
with the united States Treasurer at Washington to
secure circulation, «>f course enjoys a degree of
popularity, credit aud opportunity of obtaining privatedeposits that the same men could perhaps
never have without their "national" franchise. Being
a "national" bank, most people suppose as a matter
of course It must be a good and safe place to deposit,
and act accordingly.

THE CONSEQUENCES.
Suppose the bank falls bo.ore receiving anything

from depositors. The blllbolders are .secured, ana
when the association returns its circulation to the
United States Treasurer it gets Its bonds In return, and
no interest sutlers loss. But suppose, as has been the
case with national banks in this city. New Orleans
and other places, the bank falls after getting, by vlrtureof Its "national'' character, half a million dollars,
more or less, of depositors' money.
Of course, In such cases, the noteholders come olf

without loss; the depositors lose their all, and the
bank managers retire to enjoy tbelr plunder.
Under the Garlield bill any set of suarpera who o&n

raise $90,000 may form a "national" banking assocl-
ation, secure ttieir snare or subsidy ana go at oucv
to work enticing unwary depositors to rulu.
As a rule national banks are not as safe depositoriesas houses that depend entirely on their own resources;butthousauus deposit In them because of

their "national" character. Congress has no right
to thus loan the credit of the government. Let every
tub stand on its own bottom. Let depositors use
their own Judgment. They should not be Induced to
deposit with banks having a "national" character,
but without responsibility of any kind.

DO NATIONAL BANKS EVER KAILt
The impression has been creaied by the Treasury

ring organs that national banks rarely or never fail.
1 have therefore complied from the records of the
Treasury Department a list of the national banks
that have already failed and for which receivers
have been appointed. Here it is:.

First National llank of Attica, N. Y.
Venango National Hank, of Franklin, Pa.
Merchants' National llauk, Washington, 1). C.
First National Bank of Medina, N. Y.
Tennessee National Bank, of Memphis, Teun.
First National Bank of Selma, Ala.
First National Bank of New Orleans, La.
National Unadilia Bank, of Uuadllla, N. Y.
Farmers and Citizens' National Bank, of BrooklynN. Y.
Croton National Bank, of New York city.
First National Bank or Bethel, Conn.
First National Bank of Keokuk, Iowa.
National Bunk of Vlcksburg, Miss.

-First National Bunk of KoeklorU, 111.
The following named national banks are In volon*

tary liquidation, but have not deposited United
States notes In the Treasury ror redemption of outstandingcirculation:.
Fourtu National Bank of Indianapolis, Ind.
National Union Bank of Rochester, N. V.
First National Bank of Leonardsville, N. Y.
Farmers' National Bank of Richmond, Va.
National Bunk of ttie Metropolis, Washington.

D. 0.
First National Bank of Elkhart, Ind.
First National Bank of Providence, Pa.
First National Bank of Newton, Mass.
National State Bank of Dubuque, Iowa.
Ohio National BaDk of Cincinnati, Ohio.
First National Bank of New Uim, Minn.
First National Bank of Kingston, N. Y.
First National Bank of Blunton, Ind.
National Exchange Bank of Klcnraoad, Va.
First National Bank of Skaneateles, N. Y.
First National Bank of Downlngtown, Pa.
First National Bank of Titusvilip. Pa.
Appleton National Bank, of Appleton, Wis.
National Bank of Whitestown, N. Y.
First National Bank of New Brunswick, N. J.
First National Bank of Cuyahogu Falls, Ohio.
Second National Bank of Watertown, N. Y.
Second National Bank of Des Moines, Iowa.
National Mechanics and Farmers' Bank of Albany.

N. Y.
First National Bank of Steubenvllle, Oliio.
First National Bank of Plumer, Pa.
First National Bank of Danville, Va.
First National Bank of Dorchester, Mass.
First National Bank of Oskaloosa, Iowa.
Merchants and Mechanics' National Bank of Troy,

N. Y.
National Savings Bank of Wheeling, W. Va.
First National Bank of Marlon, Ohio.
Nalloual Insurance Bank or DeUoit, Mich.
National Bank of Lanslngburg, N. Y.
National Bank of North America, New York city.
First National Bank of Clyde, N. Y..
First National Bank of Ilallowell, Me.
Pacific National Bank of New York city,
SavanuahNaUonalBiRik of Savannah, da.
Grocirs' NutlonMJIuuk 6f NOW York city.
First National Bank of Frostburg, Md.
First National Bank of La Salle, 11L
National Bank oi Commerce, Georgetown, D. o.
The following named national banks aro In volua.

tary liquidation, and have deposited United States
notes In the Treasury for the redemption of out*
standing circulation:.

First National Bank of Columbia, Mo.
Fret National Bank of Carondelet, Mo.
Farmers' National Bank of Waukesha, Wis,
First National Bank of Jaekson, Miss.
First National Bank of Cedarburg, Wis.
Commercial National Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio.

?lrst National Bank of South Worcester, N. Y.
hese lists embrace, as will be seen, the names of

sixty-lour national banks that have already failed or
goue Into voluntary liquidation.

THE DEPOSITORS.
The records do not show tUe number of anfortu-
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of these institutions to become depositors, or the
aggregate amount of their losses. It must amount
to very many million dollars. Not only were Individualdepositors suiforers, but, in some mayanc**,
the national government was a depositor, and, oonseqently,a loser of large sums; tbough for governmentdeposits in national banks a partial security
has been required, In tbe shape of bonds doposlted
In tbo Treasury to secure United States deposits.
Private depositors have no security, and In cases of
lullure usually lose everything.

IN THE WRONG DIRECTION.
It has been alleged that Speaker Blaine packed

tbe Banking and Currency Committee In the Interestof the national banks. General Garfield's bill
looks very much like it. Tbe proposed legislation Is
cxaoily in tbe wrong direction. Instead of giving
tne national oanks f95,000,000 more, Congress should
repeal the original act, retire their circulation ana
substitute gold-beating United States notes. This U
what it must come to.

WE NEW EXCISE LAW.

llovv It Is Being Enforced In the Itnral
Towns.The Liquor Dealers Determined
not to Observe It.
Tho excitement which the new Excise law created

in this city has broken out In the rural towns of
Long Island with groat fierceness and strength. The
board3 met on Monday and fixed the license fee. As
is well known, In most of the towns there are two
boards. In incorporated villages the Board of Trusteescompose the Excise Board and m the town the
(Supervisor aud Justices of the peace. When the
boards met on Monday the town board fixed the fee
at thirty dollars and the village board at seventy-five
dollars. The liquor dealers doing business In tbo
villages are dissatisfied with this and claim that
they should have a license for the same amount aa
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Those who are opposed to the sale of Intoxicating
liquors think that the amount was too small by hair,
and are openly condemning tho boards. The liquor
dealers lu the villages openly avow their Intention
to oppose tho law and sell without the license, and
from present Indications the trouble will be more
Inveterate and the authorities more defiantly treated
tnan was the Metropolitan Excise Board daring the
past two years. A disturbance is dally anticipated,
between the respective beards.


